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MVEMORANDUM OPI NI ON

VELLS, Judge: 1In a final adverse determnation letter,
respondent determ ned that petitioner did not qualify for
exenption from Federal i1ncone taxation pursuant to section 501(a)

as an organi zation described in section 501(c)(3).! Having

1Unl ess otherwi se indicated, all section references are to
the Internal Revenue Code, as anended, and all Rul e references
(continued. . .)
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exhausted its adm nistrative renedi es, petitioner chall enged
respondent’s determination by tinely filing a petition for a
decl aratory judgnent pursuant to section 7428(a). The
adm ni strative record was submtted to the Court by joint notion
pursuant to Rules 122 and 217(b). For purposes of the instant
proceedi ng, the facts and representations contained in the
adm nistrative record are accepted as true and are incorporated
herein by reference. The sole issue to be decided is whether
petitioner qualifies for tax exenption as an organi zation
described in section 501(c)(3).

Backgr ound

On or about August 16, 2001, petitioner filed a Form 1023,
Application for Recognition of Exenption Under Section 501(c)(3)
of the Internal Revenue Code (Form 1023). In its Form 1023,
petitioner reported that it was organi zed as an associ ation and
that it had an address in Hillsborough County, Florida.

In the Form 1023, petitioner reported that it was a school.
Petitioner’s Wb site described petitioner as a “free school”
wher eby education is provided via the Internet on how to obtain a
m crol oan; how to establish an IRA; how to obtain health care;
and how to “think about reality or other religions”. An article

on petitioner’s Wb site entitled “Article of an Uni ncor por at ed,

Y(...continued)
are to the Tax Court Rules of Practice and Procedure.
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Non-Profit Individual Organization” stated that the purpose of
the organi zation is “to educate as nmany peopl e as possi bl e about
t he exi sting Arendnent 16 of the Constitution of the United
States of Anmerica, its fundanental flaws that are contrary to the
views of our founding fathers and ways to correct these.”

Along with its Form 1023, petitioner submtted articles of
associ ation? (hereinafter referred to as the Articles). The
Articles provided:

ARTICLE 111
PURPOSES

Amendl6robertwirengard is not for profit and organi zed
exclusively for educational, welfare and charitable
pur poses, including to:

1. Provi de educati on and advocacy, principally of the
econom ¢ and financial sciences

Provide for food, shelter, healthcare,
access/transportati on and environnents

Study, research and test welfare, healthcare and
envi ronnent al nodel s

| dentify socio-economc and sustainability

probl ens and provi de econom ¢ sol utions

Assi st and organi ze enpl oyees and unenpl oyed and
unpai d workers for their and children’s welfare

N

o ok w

2The record shows that petitioner submitted to respondent
drafts of its articles of association on three separate
occasions. FEach of the three drafts was dated Aug. 31, 2001.
The first draft was signed only by Robert Wrengard and subm tted
as an attachnent to petitioner’s Form 1023. The second draft,
set forth above, was identical to the first, except that it was
signed by all four directors and was submtted by petitioner as
an attachment to a letter to respondent dated Cct. 9, 2001. The
third draft was not identical to the first two drafts but was
substantially simlar; it was signed by Robert Wrengard and
Maurici o Rosas and submtted by petitioner as an attachnment to a
letter to respondent dated Apr. 3, 2003. The signature of
Maurici o Rosas was dated Apr. 3, 2003
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6. St udy, assist and organi ze econom c wel fare
arrangenents and alliances for and/or with other
community concerns, including enpl oyee, enployer,
governnment, faith based, corporate, other business
and environnental entities

7. Publ i sh econom ¢ nmechani snms and applicati ons based
on Nobel Laureate types of econom c and financi al
theories; as well, publish test conclusions of

nodel s built, be they successful or failures (and
how t hey may be anmended or corrected to build a
sust ai nabl e uni verse)

* * * * * * *

ARTI CLE VI
BY- LAWS

Provisions for the regulations of the internal affairs
of Amendl6robertw rengard are to be determ ned and set
forth in the By-Laws. The Board of

Amendl16r obertw rengard shall adopt the original By-
Laws. Thereafter, By-Laws nay be adopted, anmended or
repeal ed by the Board of Directors in accordance with
the By-Laws. Any decision before the board nust be
concl uded wi th unani nous vote, in favor or against.

* * * * * * *

ARTI CLE VI 1|
OVERSEERS

The nunber of Directors of Anmendl6robertw rengard shal
be three, or nore than three, as fixed fromtine to
time by the By-Laws of Amendl6robertw rengard. The
nunber of Directors constituting the initial Board of
Directors is four, and the nanes and addresses of the
persons who are to serve as directors or overseers
until their successors are el ected or otherw se

appoi nted and shall qualify are:

Robert Wrengard
6234 Fal kenburg Road North
Fair Share, FL 33610-9491

(Note, “Fair Share” is not within Tanpa city limts, is
in an unincorporated area of Hillsborough County, and
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our post office, approving the nanme so |l ong as the
correct zip code is used, delivers to our Fair Share
addr ess).

Mauri ci o Rosas
P. O. Box 7641
Tanpa, FL 33673

John Lar sen
532 De Resine Carre
Sef fner, FL 33532

Tom Hoyt
611 De Resine Carre
Sef fner, FL 33584

* * * * * * *

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have executed these Articles of
Amendl16robertwi rengard in duplicate this 31st day of
August 2001, and say that | know the contents thereof
and amliable for the entity, both econom cally and
financially, and to the letter and in the spirit of
governing | aws.

(Si gned ROW rengard)

Robert Wrengard, FOUNDER, PRI NCI PAL AND AGENT

Maurici o Rosas, Board of Directors

(Signed Mauricio Rosas)

Thomas Hoyt, Board of Directors

(Si gned Thomas Hoyt)

John Larsen, Board of Directors

(Si gned John Larsen)

Petitioner subsequently submtted to respondent a
docunent entitled “Agreenent to Amend” (hereinafter referred
to as the Agreenent) in which petitioner agreed to “enact”

the foll om ng anendnent to the Articles:
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a. The organi zation is organi zed exclusively for
charitable, religious, educational, and/or
scientific purposes under section 501(c)(3) of the
I nt ernal Revenue Code.

b. No part of the net earnings of the organization
shall inure to the benefit of, or be distributable
to, its nenbers, trustees, officers or other
private persons, except that the organization
shal | be authorized and enpowered to pay
reasonabl e conpensation for services rendered and
to make paynents and distributions in furtherance
of the purposes set forth in the purpose clause
hereof. No substantial part of the activities of
t he organi zation shall be the carrying on of
propaganda, or otherw se attenpting to influence
| egi sl ation, and the organi zation shall not
participate in, or intervene in (including the
publ i shing or distribution of statenents) any
political canpaign on behalf of any candi date for
public office. Notw thstandi ng any ot her
provi sion of this docunent, the organization shal
not carry on any other activities not permtted to
be carried on (a) by an organi zati on exenpt from
federal income tax under section 501(c)(3) of the
I nt ernal Revenue Code, or correspondi ng section of
any future federal tax code, or (b) by an
organi zation, contributions to which are
deducti bl e under section 170(c)(2) of the Internal
Revenue Code, or correspondi ng section of any
future federal tax code.

C. The organi zation will not discrimnate based on
gender, race, religion, disability, or ethnic or
national origin.
The Agreenent stated that the amendnent woul d be adopted in
accordance wth petitioner’s internal rules of operation. Robert
Wrengard al one signed the Agreenent; the Agreenent was not

signed by all directors as required by Article VI of the

Articl es.
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As an attachnment to a letter dated June 20, 2002,
petitioner submtted to respondent a docunent entitled “By-Laws
of Amendl6robertw rengard (Under Review)” (hereinafter referred
to as the Bylaws). The Byl aws provi ded:

Article |: Nane

Sec. 1. The nanme of this organization shall be
Amendl16robertwi rengard, with its divisions and
whol eness through the Grcle of Life Mnistry, United
Health Payers, United Arrangenents, United Affiliations
and, United Bank, severally and jointly
O Amendl16r obertw rengard
We are an integral part of our |ocal community,

Hi | | sborough County, Florida, and the United States of
Anmerica and our greater conmunity, all territories,
nations, our Earth and our Universe.

Article Il: Purpose and Policy
Sec. 1. Purpose. To teach about, apply and treat each

as each woul d be treated.

* * * * * * *

Article I X2 Prograns/Di visions
Sec. 1. Authorization. The Principles of “treating
each as each would be” and freedomto choose, w thout
dictate, threat or coercion, adopted by us as a whol e,
constitute the authorization for the adoption of
Pr ogr ans.
Sec. 2. Prograns. The progranms shall consist of those
i ssues chosen for concerted study and acti on.
Sec. 3. Current Agenda and Continuing Responsibilities.
These categories of prograns are defined as foll ows:
a. The Current Agenda focuses on universal, market
priced healthcare, the absence of which in the United
States, involves a mllion people in nedical m shaps,
including |losses of lives, and a half mllion personal
bankruptcies (inpoverishments) annually, involving
heal t hcare debts. The healthcare issue is emnent as a
national issue and in |ocal governnental issues limted
to indigent care through a general sales tax.
b. The Continuing Responsibilities shall consist of
working with | ocal governnment staff in its objective to
co-pilot universal, market priced healthcare, currently
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havi ng established a Health I nsurance Study Wrk G oup
relative to this.

c. The long term agenda, of which healthcare represent
close to athird, is the elimnation of poverty and
war, or, put positively, having world w de peace
(unfair activity, violence and terrorism bei ng
preenpted by treating each as each would be: that each
shoul d have needs net and work and trade freely for
nmore than what the needs of sustenance are).

Article I, section 1, of the Bylaws provides that petitioner

is organized into five divisions: (1) Crcle of Life Mnistry;

(2) United Health Payers; (3) United Arrangenents; (4) United

Affiliations; and (5) United Bank. Petitioner’s Wb site

provided the follow ng description of the five divisions:

For wel fare purposes and what nay be descri bed as
scientific and experinental nodels, practical
applications and/or assistance prograns, divisions of
Amendl16robertw rengard exist. These, simlar to
colleges within a university, are:

United Arrangenents of Anendl6robertw rengard -
educational, practical and real welfare application

pur poses and assuring conpliance with the Miulti

Enmpl oyer Wel fare Arrangenent of the Enpl oyee Retirenent
| nconme Security Act, passed by the U S. Congress and
under the U. S. Departnment of Labor. This school may
remain in perpetuity until the end of poverty and
systemati c i npoverishnent.

United Health Payers of Anmendl6robertw rengard (Mary
Lasano, nurse and consultant) - experinental nodel for
mar ket - pri ced, universal healthcare in a non-sociali st
society. Once the success that is envisioned is
acconplished, it is expected that this one-payer system
wi |l be bought out at future cost to becone an

ef ficient one-payer system established as a Gover nnment
Sponsored Entity (nmuch as the U S. Federal Reserve
systemcurrently is a GSE)

Uni ted Bank of Anmendl6robertwi rengard (DeVara Si ns,
Tanpa Police Dept./reach out, consultant and trustee) -
a non-profit banking facility for people and busi nesses
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to |l earn about and apply banki ng products and servi ces;
establish IRA's, pooling of funds, also for other
financial services such as el ectronic payrol

depositing for small firnms, including, possibly, for
our no-profit United Health Payers deposits, accruals,
and di sbursenents, or enployees being able to pull
partial cash funds from payrolls of their enployers for
a day’s work, as well as store year to date information
on wages, tax w thhol dings and benefit costs; mcro

| oans to persons and small businesses, mainly for work
or volunteer initiatives. $8,000 already has been
donated for this endeavor

Crcle of Life Mnistry of Anmend16robertw rengard
(Merry Wesenborn, director, volunteer, trustee) -
provi des food and shelter for needy; transportation;
financi al assistance for single nothers, particularly
t hose who have experienced viol ent, physical abuse

[ cash assistance for food, shelter and education plus
transportati on needs, exceeds $5,000, plus $12,000 in

| oaner vehicle assets are tied up]; potential center
specifically for working with youth involving hate
crime; religious* studies, discussions and advocacy as
regards religions of Wesenborn’s Circle of Life
Mnistry and realismas opposed to or inclusive of
faiths in a deity or deities (possibly of the nore
nmodern governnent preferred religions, such as of
Judeo-Christianity or Islam etc.) |Its doctrines are
based on the natural earth and universe, spirit of
peopl e, “big booni theory, treating others as one wants
to be treated, anmending where we are wong, repairing
where we have hurt, and civil and consensual activities
as opposed to systematic corruption that can stem from
t he concentration of power in governments or from

i ndi vi dual violent abuses (often the physical power of
a man over a woman, rather than |ogic and
reasonability; or the difficult chall enge of teaching
children wi thout expeditiously inflicting pain that
causes long term and deep probl ens).

* * * * * * *
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United Alliances of Anendl6robertw rengard® (Mauricio
Rosas, independent citizen, activist, and trustee) -
advocacy and reach out programto join in conmon
grounds wi th ot her businesses, governnent, schools and
uni versities, comunity concerned (including those
concerned with gl obal healthcare, environnental issues
and community sustainability, fromlocal “Tonorrow
Matters”, League of Whnen Voters, |ndependent Citizens,
ACLU, Results!, Ammesty International, Planned

Parent hood to the Federal Reserve Bank of the U. S and
ot her central banks, United Nations, International
Monetary Fund and World Bank), and faith based

or gani zati ons.

In a letter to respondent dated Novenber 30, 2001,
petitioner described the organization as a university “based on
t heory”, whereas the five divisions are “subordinate coll eges,
arranged to conplete the fundanentals of a <mcro-society’ (a
d aboratory’ and teaching facility)”. The letter described the
separate functions of the divisions as foll ows:

United Bank * * * deals with nonetary aspects in our
“mrco-society’” and i s about how to go about setting
up, providing and receiving mcrol oans, individuals

| earni ng and doing so (sone $8,000 in cash and | oan
recei vabl es havi ng been donated by Robert Wrengard to
Uni ted Bank and one m crol oan havi ng been established
with armis distance controls - authorization by the
director); United Arrangenents, is the |egal avenue, as
a Multi Enpl oyer Welfare Arrangenent under ERI SA,
allow ng us to work independently of regulations that
regul ate private sector welfare agents such as
heal t hcare insurance firnms (for exanple, as a MEWA, we
are not required to be licensed insurance
representatives nor to have cash reserves conmtted for
coverage) it allows us, people, as individuals and
private sector firnms, for exanple, to work together to
arrange for “affordable” health care, sonething

SUnited Alliances of Amendl6robertw rengard is presumably
the sane division designated in the Bylaws as United
Affiliations.
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considered to be a welfare arrangenent for enpl oyees

and their famly, our comunity; United Affiliations,

is the legal channel that wll allow our actual “reach-

out” to involve all comunity nenbers - from both

private and governnent sectors, as well as all ranges

of persons or associations within each - and for us to

wor k toget her as individuals or groups for conmon

goals, for exanple, or for affordable healthcare (a

| earni ng and application process, to the benefit of

everyone); and Crcle of Life Mnistry, about getting

food, shelter and healthcare for each other (again to

the comunity’s welfare, and while dealing with the

comon notions of conscience or faith based charity).

The letter distinguished petitioner fromfounder and board nenber
Robert Wrengard, who “petitioned and | obbi ed” Federal and State
Governnent officials and, in Decenber of 2000, presented a
heal t hcare nodel to the Health Care Advisory Board of

Hi I | sborough County. *

In a letter dated Cctober 20, 2003, respondent issued a
final adverse ruling with respect to petitioner’s claimfor
exenption. Respondent based the ruling on his determ nation that
petitioner failed to establish that: (1) Petitioner was organized
exclusively for exenpt purposes; (2) petitioner was operated
exclusively for exenpt purposes; (3) petitioner’s net earnings
will not inure to the benefit of private individuals or serve
private interests; and (4) petitioner was not an “action”
organi zation within the neaning of section 1.501(c)(3)-1(c)(3),

| ncome Tax Regs.

“‘Robert Wrengard proposed that governnent pay the costs of
heal t hcare services for individuals to the extent of the average
costs for such services.
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Di scussi on

Section 501(a) exenpts from Federal taxation organizations
described in section 501(c)(3).° To qualify as an organi zation
described in section 501(c)(3), an organization nust satisfy each
of the follow ng four requirenents: (1) It nust be organi zed and
operated exclusively for certain specified exenpt purposes; (2)
no part of its net earnings may inure to the benefit of a private
sharehol der or individual; (3) no part of its activities my
constitute intervention or participation in any political
canpai gn on behalf of any candidate for public office; and (4) no
substantial part of its activities may consist of political or

| obbying activities.® See sec. 501(c)(3); Fla. Hosp. Trust Fund

SSEC. 501(a). Exenption from Taxation.--An organization
described in subsection (c) * * * shall be exenpt fromtaxation

* * %

6SEC. 501(c). List of Exenpt Organizations.--The follow ng
organi zations are referred to in subsection (a):

* * * * * * *

(3) Corporations, and any comunity chest, fund, or
foundati on, organi zed and operated excl usively for
religious, charitable, scientific, testing for public
safety, literary, or educational purposes, or to foster
nati onal or international amateur sports conpetition (but
only if no part of its activities involve the provision of
athletic facilities or equipnent), or for the prevention of
cruelty to children or animals, no part of the net earnings
of which inures to the benefit of any private sharehol der or
i ndi vidual, no substantial part of the activities of which
is carrying on propaganda, or otherw se attenpting, to
i nfluence | egislation (except as otherw se provided in
subsection (h)), and which does not participate in, or

(continued. . .)
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v. Comm ssioner, 103 T.C. 140, 145 (1994), affd. 71 F.3d 808

(11th Gr. 1996); Am Canpaign Acad. v. Conm ssioner, 92 T.C

1053, 1062 (1989); IHC Health Plans, Inc. v. Conm ssioner, T.C

Meno. 2001- 246, affd. 325 F.3d 1188 (10th Cr. 2003). Section
501(c)(3) provides for the follow ng exenpt purposes: Religious,
charitable, scientific, testing for public safety, literary,
educational, and prevention of cruelty to children or animals.
Sec. 1.501(c)(3)-1(d)(1) (i), Incone Tax Regs.

It is well established that our inquiry focuses on the
reasons given by the Comm ssioner for denying an organization's

application for exenption. See Aid to Artisans, Inc. v.

Comm ssioner, 71 T.C. 202, 208 (1978). Thus, in making our

decl aration, we do not engage in a de novo review of the

adm ni strative record. See Am Canpai gn Acad. v. Commi SSi oner,

supra at 1063; Church in Boston v. Conm ssioner, 71 T.C 102,

105-106 (1978); Houston Lawer Referral Serv., Inc. v.

Comm ssi oner, 69 T.C. 570, 573-574, 577 (1978).

The first of the section 501(c)(3) requirenments mandates
that an organi zati on be organi zed exclusively for one or nore of
t he exenpt purposes. The exenpt purposes requirenent is nmet only

if the organi zation satisfies the organizational as well as the

5(...continued)

intervene in (including the publishing or distributing of
statenents), any political canpaign on behalf of (or in
opposition to) any candi date for public office.
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operational test. See sec. 1.501(c)(3)-1(a)(1l), Inconme Tax Regs.

The organi zational test is set forth in section 1.501(c)(3)-

1(b) (1) (i):

(1) An organization is organi zed exclusively for
one or nore exenpt purposes only if its articles of
organi zation * * * as defined in subparagraph (2) of
t hi s paragraph:

(a) Limt the purposes of such organization
to one or nore exenpt purposes; and

(b) Do not expressly enpower the organization
to engage, otherw se than as an insubstantial part
of its activities, in activities which in
t hensel ves are not in furtherance of one or nore
exenpt purposes. [1

[11The term “articles of organization” includes an
organi zation’s articles of association. Sec. 1.501(c)(3)-
1(b)(2), Incone Tax Regs.
Furthernore, to satisfy the organi zational test, an organi zation
must serve a public rather than a private interest. See sec.

1.501(c)(3)-1(d)(1)(ii), Incone Tax Regs; Colunbia Park &

Recreati on Association, Inc. v. Conm ssioner, 88 T.C. 1, 13

(1987), affd. wi thout published opinion 838 F.2d 465 (4th Cr

1988); Retired Teachers Legal Fund, Inc. v. Comm ssioner, 78 T.C.

280, 286 (1982); Baltinore Regl. Joint Bd. Health & Wl fare Fund

v. Conmm ssioner, 69 T.C. 554 (1978).

Even if an organization's articles of organization set forth
pur poses no broader than those specified in section 501(c)(3),
the organi zation is not organi zed exclusively for exenpt purposes

if such articles expressly enpower it to carry on (other than as
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an insubstantial part of its activities) activities not in
furtherance of one or nore exenpt purposes. Sec. 1.501(c)(3)-
1(b)(2)(iii), Inconme Tax Regs.

In the instant case, the enunerated activities set forth in
Article Ill of the Articles are broad in scope and vague in
description.” For instance, the Articles enpower petitioner to
provi de econom c solutions to identified soci oeconom c probl ens.
Such activities do not necessarily further an educational or
charitabl e purpose regardless of the fact that the Articles state
that petitioner is organized “exclusively for educational,
wel fare and charitable purposes.” See id. This Court has held,
however, that the nere existence of power to engage in activities
ot her than those set out in section 501(c)(3) does not in itself
prevent an organi zation from neeting the organizational test.

Peopl es Transl ati on Serv./Newsfront Intl. v. Conm ssioner, 72

T.C. 42, 48 (1979). A determ nation of whether an organi zation
is organi zed exclusively for exenpt purposes is based on an
exam nation not only of the articles of organization but al so of
ot her evidence in the admnistrative record. See Peoples

Transl ation Ser./Newsfront Intl. v. Conmnmi ssioner, supra; Gen.

The enunerated activities include providing “education and
advocacy, principally, of the economc and financial sciences”;
provi di ng healthcare and transportation; testing “welfare,
heal t hcare and environnental nodel s”; providing econom c
solutions to identified “socio-econom c and sustainability”
probl ens; assisting and organi zi ng enpl oyees; and organi zi ng
econom ¢ wel fare arrangenents.
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Conf erence of the Free Church of Am v. Conmi ssioner, 71 T.C.

920, 927 (1979); Levy Famly Tribe Found., Inc. v. Comm ssioner,

69 T.C. 615, 619 (1978). Consequently, an exam nation of the
adm nistrative record in the instant case for evidence that the
enunerated activities of the Articles will further an exenpt
pur pose i s appropri ate.

We understand petitioner’s contention to be that it is a
school organi zed to dissem nate theory to the public at-large via
petitioner’s Wb site and to engage in the practical application
of such theory through its five divisions. Petitioner includes
banki ng activities anong such practical applications.

As noted above, the Articles expressly enpower petitioner to
identify soci oeconom c problens and provi de econom c sol utions.
Article | of the Bylaws establishes United Bank as one of
petitioner’s five organizational divisions but does not further
descri be the organi zati on or operations of United Bank.
Petitioner’s Wb site stated that United Bank of
Amendl16r obertw rengard woul d provi de banki ng products and
services to individuals and busi nesses. According to the Wb
site, such services include establishing | RAs, pooling funds,
el ectronic payroll deposits for small firns and possibly for
United Heal th Payers, accruals, disbursenents, and providing
m cro | oans. Inits letter of June 20, 2002, petitioner stated

that United Bank is primarily distinguished fromcomercial banks
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in that United Bank is neither incorporated nor a nmenber of the
FDI C. Rather, Robert Wrengard assunmes all liability related to
United Bank. Petitioner stated that | oans were to be “of mcro-
|l evel (small) nature to help «<snmall’ people economcally to get
on their feet”. Petitioner provided respondent wth a sanple

m crol oan note, which inposed a 6-percent interest charge.
According to petitioner, as of June 20, 2002, United Bank had
made a single |loan, which resulted in default.

Respondent contends that United Bank does not further any
exenpt purpose. Petitioner contends that United Bank woul d help
t he poor by extending m croloans and contends generally that
petitioner lacks a profit notive.

Based upon our review of the record, we concl ude that,

t hrough United Bank of Amendl6robertw rengard, petitioner is
enpowered to engage in activities not in furtherance of an exenpt
purpose. The record reveals that United Bank would carry on the
activities of a commerci al bank, such as extendi ng personal and
commercial loans for a stated interest. Petitioner’s stated

pur pose of extending |loans to | owinconme individuals and snal

busi nesses, petitioner’s lack of profit-notive, and United Bank’s
| ack of FDI C insurance do not establish that the commrerci al
banki ng activities of United Bank would further an exenpt

purpose. The activities of United Bank woul d constitute a

substantial part of the activities of Amendl6robertw rengard.
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Based on the foregoing, petitioner does not satisfy the
organi zati onal test of section 1.501(c)(3)-1(b)(1)(i), Incone Tax
Regs., and is not organi zed exclusively for one or nore exenpt
pur poses as required by section 501(c)(3). Consequently,
petitioner is not entitled to the declaratory judgnent it seeks.
We need not address respondent’s contentions that petitioner was
not operated exclusively for exenpt purposes, that petitioner’s
net earnings will inure to the benefit of private individuals or
serve private interests, and that petitioner is an action
organi zation within the neaning of section 1.501(c)(3)-1(c)(3),
| ncome Tax Regs.

To reflect the foregoing,

Deci sion will be entered for

r espondent.



